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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

I) ^ Responsive to communlcation(s) filed on 23 January 2006 . 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

t 

1 . Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the 
last Office action is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action is 
withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as iset forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 7, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6934044 to Khandelwal in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 6782402 to Hidaka et al. 

Regarding claims 1, 7, and 13, Khandelwal disclose a method, system, ^ 
and program for delivering a file from a client to a server for printing, wherein the 
name of the file includes an extension, the method comprising: 
wherein the name of the file includes an extension (column 4, lines 18-22); 
comparing the extension of the file to a list of print ready extensions (column 4, 
lines 21-23); 

responsive to a match between the extension of the file and a print ready 
extension, realizing the file type is print ready (column 4, lines 2-5, lines 20-25, 
lines 37-40; column 1, lines 5-16); 
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responsive to a print ready file type, initiating a write of the file to the server 
(column 4, lines 20-26). 

However Khandelwal does not disclose receiving a path and a name of 
the file to be delivered from the client to the server for printing. 

Hidaka et al disclose receiving a path and a name of the file to be 
delivered from the client to the server for printing (column 32, lines 51-59; 
column 10, lines 6-10). 

Khandelwal and Hidaka et al are combinable because they are in the 
similar problem area of printing of files. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine file name/path specification of Hidaka et al with 
file extension comparison of Khandelwal to implement printing of file by a server 
using path name and file name with extension. 

The motivation to combine the reference is clear because the path and file 
name is needed to identify a specific file for printing. 

4. Claims 4, 5, 10, 11, 16, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6934044 to Khandelwal in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 6782402 to Hidaka et al further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5963641 to 
Crandall et al. 

Regarding claims 4,. 10, and 16, Khandelwal in view of Hidaka et al teach 
all the limitations of claims 1, 7, and 13 respectively. However Khandelwal in 
view of Hidaka et al does not disclose method, system, and program to 
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implement the method, system, and program of claims 1 , 7, and 13 further 
including: 

(a) analyzing contents of the file to discover elements irresolvable by a printer; 
and, 

(b) resolving the elements of the file irresolvable by the printer. 

Crandall et al discloses an apparatus and computer program to implement 
the method of analyzing contents of print files for irresolvable elements such as 
fonts, images, and patterns and correcting them (column 1 , lines 50-52, column 
1, lines 28-35, column 2, lines 2-4). 

Khandelwal, Hidaka et al, and Crandall et al are combinable because they 
are in the similar problem area of printing of files. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the analysis of irresolvable elements of 
Crandall et al with the print system of Khandelwal in view of Hidaka et al to 
implement printing with correction of irresolvable elements. 

The motivation to combine the reference is clear because Crandall et al 
teaches that before printing a check needs to be performed to make sure all the 
elements can be printed (column 1 , lines 28-35). 

Regarding claims 5, 1 1 , and 17, Khandelwal in view of Hidaka et al 
further in view of Crandall et al teach all the limitations of claims 4, 10, and 16. 
Further Crandall et al disclose the method of claim 4 wherein the elements 
irresolvable by the printer include fonts, images, and patterns irresolvable by the 
printer (column 1, lines 50-52; column 1, lines 28-35; column 2, lines 2-4). 
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5. Claims 6, 12, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6934044 to Khandelwal in view of U.S. Patent 
No. 6782402 to Hidaka et al further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6268924 to 
Koppolu et al. 

Regarding claims 6, 12, and 18, Khandelwal in view of Hidaka et al 
teaches all the limitations of claims 1, 7, and 13 respectively. However 
Khandelwal in view of Hidaka et al does not disclose method, system, and 
program to open user interface for providing users with printing options. 

Koppolu et al disclose method, system, and program to open user 
interface for providing users with printing options (Figure 5, reference 203; 
column 15, lines 41-45). 

Khandelwal, Hidaka et al, and Koppolu et al are combinable because they 
are in the similar problem area of printing of files. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the user interface taught by Koppolu et al with 
the print system of Khandelwal in view of Hidaka et al to implement options for 
users to select before printing. 

The motivation to combine the reference is clear because printer users 
need options to select before printing. 
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Other Prior Art Cited 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent No. 6785867 to Shaffer et al disclose automatic application 
loading for e-mail attachments. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Beniyam Menberu whose telephone 
number is (571 ) 272-7465. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM- 
4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Kimberly Williams can be reached on (571 ) 272-7471 . 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300, 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the customer service office whose telephone 
number is (571 ) 272-2600. The group receptionist number for TC 2600 is (571 ) 
272-2600. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
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PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private 
PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see <http://pair- 
clirect.uspto.gov/> . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 

Patent Examiner 



Beniyam Menberu 





KIMBERLY WILLIAMS 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMiNER 



02/07/2006 



